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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1 -20 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Johnson (US 
Patent No 6,1 12,301 ^) in view of Yaseen et al (An Extensible Kernel Object Management 
System; hereinafter Yaseen). 



booting an operating system having a plurality of tunable kernel subsystems [Fig. 3; 
col. 2, line 62 -- col. 3, Hne 3; col. 5, lines 35-37; col. 6, lines 38-40, 63-67; col. 7, lines 4-9, 25- 
30; col. 8, lines 21-26; operating system having a plurality of tunable parameters]; 



4. 



As per claim 1, Johnson discloses 



* Prior art cited by the examiner in the prior office action. 
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storing a representation of at least one base tunable having a set of inheritable properties 
in a memory of the computer [Fig. 3; col. 2, line 62 -- col. 3, line 3; coL 7, lines 4-9, 25-30; col. 
8, lines 21-26; at least one tunable functional sub-system of the operating system is being stored 
in the system's memory]. 

Johnson clearly discloses systems and techniques for customizing and/or tuning operating 
systems for computing systems and the like. Johnson does not expressly disclose the use of an 
objected oriented programming to implement the systems and techniques. However, Yaseen 
expressly discloses the use of an object oriented programming to provide an extensible kernel 
object management system [pages 249-262; detailed an extensible kernel object model]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the cited references as both are related to tunable kernel parameters. 
Moreover, a routineer would like to use object oriented programming for implementation over 
non-object oriented programming to get the benefits of reusability, reliability, robustness, 
extensibility and maintainability. 
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5. As per claim 9, Johnson discloses 

boot an operating system having a plurality of tunable kernel subsystems [Fig. 3; 
col. 2, line 62 -- col. 3, line 3; col. 5, lines 35-37; col. 6, lines 38-40, 63-67; col. 7, lines 4-9, 25- 
30; col. 8, lines 21-26; operating system having a plurality of tunable parameters]; 

store a representation of at least one base tunable having inheritable properties in the 
memory of the computing apparatus [Fig. 3; col. 2, line 62 — col. 3, Hne 3; col. 7, lines 4-9, 25- 
30; col. 8, lines 21-26; at least one tunable functional sub-system of the operating system is being 
stored in the system's memory]. 

Johnson clearly discloses systems and techniques for customizing and/or tuning operating 
systems for computing systems and the like. Johnson does not expressly disclose the use of an 
objected oriented programming to implement the systems and techniques. However, Yaseen 
expressly discloses the use of an object oriented programming to provide an extensible kernel 
object management system [pages 249-262; detailed an extensible kernel object model]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the cited references as both are related to tunable kernel parameters. 
Moreover, a routineer would like to use object oriented programming for implementation over 
non-object oriented programming to get the benefits of reusability, reliability, robustness, 
extensibility and maintainability. 
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6. As per claim 15, Johnson discloses 

store a representation of at least one base tunable having inheritable properties in the 
memory of the computing apparatus [Fig. 3; col. 2, line 62 — col. 3, line 3; col. 7, lines 4-9, 25- 
30; col. 8, lines 21-26; at least one tunable functional sub-system of the operating system is being 
stored in the system's memory]; and 

Johnson clearly discloses systems and techniques for customizing and/or tuning operating 
systems for computing systems and the like. Johnson does not expressly disclose the use of an 
objected oriented programming to implement the systems and techniques. However, Yaseen 
expressly discloses the use of an object oriented programming to provide an extensible kernel 
object management system [pages 249-262; detailed an extensible kemel object model]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the cited references as both are related to tunable kemel parameters. 
Moreover, a routineer would like to use object oriented programming for implementation over 
non-object oriented programming to get the benefits of reusability, reliability, robustness, 
extensibility and maintainability. 
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7. As per claims 2, 10 and Johnson discloses the invention substantially. Johnson does not 
disclose about instance creation. However, Yaseen expressly discloses about instance creation 
[pages 249-262; detailed an extensible kernel object model]. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the cited 
references as both are related to tunable kemel parameters. Moreover, a routineer would like to 
use object oriented programming for implementation over non-object oriented programming to 
get the benefits of reusability, reliability, robustness, extensibility and maintainability. 

8. As per claims 3, 7, 17 and 20, Johnson discloses the invention substantially. Johnson does 
not disclose about deallocating at least one of the first instance of the base tunable. However, 
Yaseen expressly discloses about instance creation and memory management by allocating and 
deallocating is a must in object-oriented programming [pages 249-262; detailed an extensible 
kemel object model]. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the cited references as both are related to tunable 
kemel parameters. Moreover, a routineer would like to use object oriented programming for 
implementation over non-object oriented programming to get the benefits of reusability, 
reliability, robustness, extensibility and maintainability. 
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9. As per claims 4, Johnson discloses the invention substantially. Johnson does not disclose 
about writing data indicative of the identity of said one of the base tunables into said first 
instance data structure and said second instance data structure. However, Yaseen expressly 
discloses about instance creation [pages 249-262; detailed an extensible kernel object model]. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the cited references as both are related to tunable kernel parameters. 
Moreover, a routineer would like to use object oriented programming for implementation over 
non-object oriented programming to get the benefits of reusability, reliability, robustness, 
extensibiUty and maintainabiHty. 

10. As per claims 5, 6, 11, 13, 18 and 19, Johnson discloses the invention substantially. 
Johnson does not disclose about inheritable property. However, Yaseen expressly discloses 
about instance creation and an instance inherits all the inheritable properties fi:om its base class 
or object [pages 249-262; detailed an extensible kemel object model]. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
cited references as both are related to tunable kemel parameters. Moreover, a routineer would 
like to use object oriented programming for implementation over non-object oriented 
programming to get the benefits of reusability, reliability, robustness, extensibility and 
maintainability. 
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Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Suresh K. Suryawanshi whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3668. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas C. Lee can be reached on 571-272-3667. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this apphcation or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubHshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



sks 

September 21, 2005 




THOMAS LEE 



